
































































































































TABLE E-3
Maximum predicted ambient impacts ofproposed project (llglm3)

[maximums are in bold type]

Pollutant Averaging Commissioning Break-up Shoreline ISCST3 Significant
Time Maximum Fumigation Fumigation Modeled Air Quality

Impact Impact Impact Impact Impact Level

N02 I-hour 93.2 34.1 225.2 93.2 19
annual n/a n/a n/a 0.23 1.0

CO I-hour 218 202 1335 186 2000
8-hour 43.7 37.5 248 24.2 500

S02 I-hour 15.7 2.28 15.1 15.7 n/a
3-hour 6.36 2.05 13.6 6.36 25

24-hour 1.70 0.91 1.89 1.70 5
annual n/a n/a n/a 0.40 1.0

PM IO 24-hour 4.59 4.05 4.22 4.59 5
annual n/a n/a n/a 0.22 1

Background Air Quality Levels

Regulation 2-2-111 entitled "Exemption, PSD Monitoring," exempts an applicant from the
requirement of monitoring background concentrations in the impact area (section 414.3)
provided the impacts from the proposed project are less than specified levels. Table E-4 lists the
applicable exemption standard and the maximum impact from the proposed facility. As shown,
all modeled impacts are below the preconstruction monitoring threshold.

TABLE E-4
PSD monitoring exemption levels and maximum impacts

from the proposed project for N02 (Jlg/m3)

Pollutant
NO.,

Averaging Maximum Impacts from
Time Exemption Level Proposed Project

annual 14 0.22

The District-operated Pittsburg 10th Street Monitoring Station was chosen as representative of
the background NOz concentrations. Table E-5 contains the concentrations measured at the
station over the past 5 years (1995 through 1999).
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•

the past five years (maximum is .

NO.,
Year Highest I-hour

average

1995 143
1996 133
1997 132
1998 120
1999 164

TABLEE-5
Background N02 (llglm3) at Pittsburg 10th Street Monitoring

Station for ill bold type)
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Figure E-1. Location ofproject maximum impacts.
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Table E-6 below contains the comparison of the ambient standards with the proposed project
impacts added to the maximwn background concentrations. The California ambient NOz
standard is not exceeded from the proposed project. Therefore, in accordance with Regulation 2­
2-414, only a visibility, soils and vegetation impact analysis is further required.

TABLEE-6
California and national ambient air quality standards and

ambient air Quali tv levels from the proposed (1lg/m3)

I Maximum Project
, Pollutant Averaging Maximwn Maximum impa?t plus California National

I

Time Background Project maximum Standards Standards
impact background

NO.., I-hour 164 225 389 r 470 I --- I

VISIBILITY, SOILS AND VEGETATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

Visibility impacts were assessed using EPA's VISCREEN visibility screening model. The
analysis shows that the proposed project will not cause any impairment of visibility at Point
Reyes National Seashore, the closest Class I area.

The project maximwn one-hour average N02, including background, is 389 Ilg/m3. This
concentration is below the California one-hour average N02 standard of 470 Ilg/m3. Crop
damage from N02 requires exposure to concentrations higher than 470 Ilg/m3 for periods longer
than one hour.

Maximwn project N02, CO, S02, and PMIO concentrations would be less than· all of the
applicable State and national primary and secondary ambient air quality standards, which are
designed to protect the public welfare form any known or anticipated effects, including plant
damage. Therefore, the facility's impact on soils and vegetation would be insignificant.

CONCLUSIONS

The results of the air quality impact analysis indicate that the proposed project would not
interfere with the attainment or maintenance of applicable AAQS for N02, CO, S02, and PMIO.
The applicant's analysis was based on EPA approved models and calculation procedures and was
performed in accordance with Section 414 ofthe District's NSR Rule.
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